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that;The motorman testifiedimpact.feet theone hundred before
position one hun-emergency brake aboutinto theputhe the lever

controlling;collision, pipethe airIn thethe collision.dred feet before
Counsel,open.the doors topermittedandbroke,and doorsbrake

in error he-that the motorman was whenargued from thisfor Grinnell
impact.one hundred feet beforeemergencyappliedhe his brakesaid

motorman;of the moment thethe excitementargued that due toHe
open ap-the instead ofto doorspositionin theput the control lever

into the car before the collision..retreatedbrake, and thenplying the
testimony anyof wit-accept rejector thelibertyat tojuryThe were

accepted rejectedor testi-They could havepart.or inness in whole
urged upon them mat the conclusionwaya as to arrivemony in such

warranted.the inference wasconsequently,argument, and,
grantof the court to its*to the refusalexceptionsThe defendant’s

appear to be without merit.and directed verdictsfor nonsuitsmotions
pressednotby the defendant have beenexceptions takenThe other

waived.are considered to have beenand
Judgments on the verdicts.

All concurred.

,Hillsborough­
29,June 1933­.

Holy Trinity National Catholic ChurchPolish
v.

M. O’Dowd.Richard
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Booth & for theStarr, Wadleigh,Wyman,andHaydenArthur B.
plaintiff.

defendant.Osgood Osgood,& for the

to determine the titleproceeding to cer-aPeaslee, C. J. This is
questionNo has beenparaphernalia. madefittingstain church and

presented.questionthe has been Theto the inas manner which
personal propertyit is orarticle is whetherdecisive as to eachfact

plaintiffthe to prevail,real estate is andreal far it isestate. In so as
superior right.thehaspersonalto the defendantpropertyas

heavy, and attached to thebulky, churchMany areof the articles
found that it “adapted,the master wasbuilding. each of theseAs to

partto and remain ainstalled be of thedesigned and intended when
that it shouldnot intended be removedbuildingchurch itand was

that thesefinding partshe ruled articles wereUpon thistherefrom.”
of the real estate.

purposes of the annexation“The and therulingThe was correct.
importantare the considerations.”intent it madewith which is

657, 660, cited;and cases GratonH. &cLangdon Buchanan, 62 N.v.
N. H. 177.Company Company,v. 69
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finding,the made a butpewsAs to the in the church master similar
332, 21 theprovisions chapterof section of Publicbecause of the

they personal property. ThisLaws, obliged rule that werefelt to
applyerroneous, the statute does not to theconclusion becausewas

provides pewsto thatpresent The statute referred shallsituation.
by leaving amayand attachedpersonal propertydeemed bebe

thereinpewsthe town Thecopy of the and return with clerk.writ
edifice,in anphysical a church butreferred to are not the structures

aright occupancy qualifiedthe thereof. “It is own­individual’s to
ownership thesuperiorto title included in the ofership, thesubject

Society Bass,Presbyterian 333,v. 68 N. H. 337. Otherhouse.” First
statutory levy (P. 344, 11)a thereon c. s.provisions, relating L.,to

meeting 233)repair (Ib.,of houses c. confirmand as to the sale and
finding pewsof theUpon fact,the master’s should bethis view.

treated real estate.as
ofproperty portableThe of the consisted ecclesiasticalbalance

furnishings. theyto the found thatand household As these master
realtythe than a hoe whichdesigned partare “no to be a of ismore

personalfarm,” they property.on that were Thisuseful a and ruled
ruling was correct.

originalcertain creditors of theproceeding pending,wasWhile this
plaintiffitbrought against and made theowner of the church suit

plaintiff upto the set anBy amendment the billtrustee therein.
trustee-process againstas theliability the a defencealleged under

It self evi-to the attached chattels. would seem to besheriff’s claim
goodsto he held underspecial title of the sheriff thedent that the

way.in His title iscould not be interfered with thisattachment
wrong-onetrespass againstthat or trover whohe can maintainsuch
litiga-the of thisfully possession. purposeshis Forinterferes with

proceeding against, right-thehe,tion not the he was wasand debtor
626,44 andv. N. H.possessor goods. Railway,ful of the Johnson

subjecthad was to the sheriff’stitle as the debtorcases cited. Such
of thisby proceedingnot defeated arights, rightsthose could beand

sort.
approvingof the court the master’s con-It that the orderfollows
of in church.except pewsto the item the theascorrect,clusions was

discharged.Case

not sit: the others concurred.Woodbury, J., did


